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SUPREME COURT MINUTES
MONDAY, JULY 9, 2001
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA

The People, Plaintiff and Respondent,

V.
Joe Buckhalter, Defendant and Appellant.

The judgment of the Court of Appeal isreversed. The causeis
remanded for further proceedings consistent with the views
expressed herein.

Baxter, J.
We Concur:
George, C.J.
Kennard, J.
Werdegar, J.
Chin, J.
Brown, J.

Foxgate Homeowners Association, Inc.,
Plaintiff and Respondent,
V.
Bramalea Cdlifornia, Inc. et a., Defendants and Appellants;
Ivan K. Stevenson, Objector and Appellant.
The judgment of the Court of Appeal is affirmed.

Baxter, J.
We Concur:
George, C.J.
Kennard, J.
Werdegar, J.
Chin, J.
Brown, J.



SAN FRANCISCO July 9, 2001 1108

S083946

S098295

5th Dist.
F038204
S098419

In re Michael Keith Brady on Discipline

The time for granting or denying rehearing in the above-entitied
case is hereby extended to and including September 18, 2001, or the
date upon which rehearing is either granted or denied, whichever
occurs first.

In re Vincent Linden Y oung on Habeas Corpus
Pursuant to written request of petitioner the above-entitled
petition for writ of habeas corpus is ordered withdrawn.

Jose Alfredo Sandoval, Petitioner
V.
Tulare County Superior Court, Respondent
People, Real Party in Interest
Application for stay and petition for review DENIED.

Orders were filed in the following matters extending the time within

which to grant or deny a petition for review to and including the date indicated, or
until review is either granted or denied:

A085450/S097600 People v. Jay Shawn Johnson — August 10, 2001.

A087905/S097564 Peoplev. Rex Allen McCurdy —August 13, 2001.

A088093/S097422 People v. Russell Steven Brown — August 16, 2001.

A088931/S097578 Peoplev. immy A. Quintanilla— August 10, 2001.

A091591/S097743 People v. Robert Calvin Holmes — August 16, 2001.

A094570/S097741 Adam Jon Shahoian v. Contra Costa County Superior Court;

People, RPI — August 16, 2001.

A094771/S097739 Andre Vernon v. Contra Costa County Superior Court;

ValerieY. Babb, et a., RPIs— August 16, 2001.
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B131680/S097587

B140900/S097598

B147212/S097709

B148880/S098869

C030891/S097725

C033064/S097647

D034383/S097675

D036738/S098656

E025982/S097556

E026221/S097613

E027135/S097603

F031530/S097724

F032526/S097592

F032680/S097729

H020233/S097513

July 9, 2001 1109
In re the Marriage of Batya and Hillel Laks, BatyalL aksv.
Hillel Laks— August 14, 2001.
Peoplev. Jose L. Rivera— August 14, 2001.
In re Erick Figueroa on Habeas Corpus — August 15, 2001.
People v. Roberto Lopez — August 20, 2001.
People v. Daniel Walker — August 10, 2001.
People v. William Chapman — August 15, 2001.
People v. Delia Rabina Contreras — August 14, 2001.

Adam Nieto Resendiz v. San Diego County Superior Court;
People, RPI — August 14, 2001.

People v. Patrick Clay Kunkel — August 14, 2001.
People v. Antonio Ray Maxie et al. — August 14, 2001.
People v. Wayne Chester Hill — August 15, 2001.
People v. Robert Lee Y oung — August 10, 2001.
People v. Chek Ngoun — August 14, 2001.

People v. William Murphy — August 14, 2001.

People v. Juan Manuel Gonzalez — August 10, 2001.

S012944 People, Respondent

Vv

Richérd Ramirez, Appellant
The application of appellant for an extension of timeto file
appellant’ s opening brief is denied.
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S021054

S029384

S033440

S034704

S035348

People, Respondent

V.
Richard Russell Moon, Appellant

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file appellant’ s opening brief is
extended to and including September 7, 2001.

People, Respondent

V.
Dannie Ray Hillhouse, Appellant

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file appellant’ s reply brief is
extended to and including August 1, 2001.

No further extensions of time are contemplated.

People, Respondent

V.
Vicente Figueroa Benavides, Appellant

On application of respondent and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file respondent’ s brief is extended
to and including August 28, 2001.

People, Respondent

V.
Charles Stevens, Appellant

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file appellant’ s opening brief is
extended to and including July 20, 2001.

People, Respondent

V.
Robert Smith, Appellant

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file appellant’ s opening brief is
extended to and including August 31, 2001.



SAN FRANCISCO July 9, 2001 1111

S042278

S048763

S051451

S055528

S055652

People, Respondent

V.
Mary Allen Samuels, Appellant

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file appellant’ s opening brief is
extended to and including August 31, 2001.

People, Respondent

V.
Sergio Dujuan Nelson, Appellant

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the appellant is granted to and including September 7,
2001, to request correction of the record on appeal. Counsel for
appellant is ordered to serve a copy of the record correction motion
on the Supreme Court upon itsfiling in the trial court.

People, Respondent

V.
Alfredo Valencia, Appellant

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the appellant is granted to and including August 28,
2001, to request correction of the record on appeal. Counsel for
appellant is ordered to serve a copy of the record correction motion
on the Supreme Court upon itsfiling in the trial court.

People, Respondent

V.
Lamar Barnwell, Appellant

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the appellant is granted to and including August 28,
2001, to request correction of the record on appeal. Counsel for
appellant is ordered to serve a copy of the record correction motion
on the Supreme Court upon itsfiling in the trial court.

No further extensions of time are contemplated.

People, Respondent

V.
Freddie Fuiava, Appellant

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file appellant’ s opening brief is
extended to and including September 10, 2001.
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S056766

S080669

S086474

S094248

S095000

People, Respondent

V.
Richard Leon, Appellant

The application of appellant for an extension of time to request
correction of the record is denied.

Inre Darnell Lucky

on
Habeas Corpus

On application of petitioner and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file petitioner’ s reply to informal
response to the petition for writ of habeas corpusis extended to and
including August 27, 2001.

No further extensions of time will be granted.

In re Ralph Michael Y eoman

on
Habeas Corpus

On application of respondent and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file respondent’ s informal
response to the petition for writ of habeas corpusis extended to and
including July 11, 2001.

Christine Degrassi, Appellant

V.
Arthur Cook, as City Manager, et a., Respondents

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file appellant’ s reply brief on the
merits is extended to and including July 13, 2001.

Louis Navellier et al., Respondents

V.
Kenneth G. Sletten, Appellant

On application of respondents and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file respondents’ answer brief on
the meritsis extended to and including August 10, 2001.
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S095660

S097308

S097074

People, Respondent

V.
EvaValdez et a., Appellants

On application of respondent and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file respondent’ s answer brief on
the meritsis extended to and including August 1, 2001.

Advanced Bionics Corporation et al., Respondents

V.
Metronic, Inc., Appellant
And Companion Case

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file appellant’ s opening brief is
extended to and including August 31, 2001.

No further extensions of time are contemplated.

In re Laurie Anne Stoffel on Discipline

It isordered that Laurie Anne Stoffel, State Bar No. 130897, be
suspended from the practice of law for two years, that execution of
the suspension be stayed, and that she be placed on probation for
four years subject to the conditions of probation, including
restitution, recommended by the Hearing Department of the State
Bar Court inits Order Approving Stipulation filed on March 1, 2001.
Costs are awarded to the State Bar and one-half of said costs shall be
added to and become part of the membership fees for the years 2002
and 2003. (Bus. & Prof. Code section 6086.10.)



